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it becomes clear that one of the attributes must be the causal
one, unless there is evidence that more than one attribute
are causes; but as it is not known which of the attributes
is the causal one, there is need for a specific evidence to
designate one as the distinctly causal attribute. Apparently
this is the view of al-Shafifi. However, his disciples held
that the proper conduct concerning the divine prescriptions
was to accept (ta'abbud) them with devotion, and not to
attempt to determine causes.

A fourth view, the generally accepted Hanifite view,1
is that the prescriptions are presumed to have a single cause
which must be determined, unless there is an obstacle to its
determination, as for example, in the case of prescriptions
concerning " stated quantities " (muqaddarat) with respect
to ritual and punishments. However, one may not proceed
to determine the cause of a prescription, unless there is
previous evidence to show that the prescription actually has
a cause; and even then a further evidence is needed, in order
to determine which of the several attributes is the cause of
the prescription. The argument for this view is that all
divine prescriptions do not have a cause, and that a specific
evidence is needed to show that the prescription in question
actually has a cause. Some Hanifites held that there is
no need for such specific evidence when there is already
evidence to show which of the attributes of the thing pro-
hibited is the causal one, since evidently a prescription can-
not have a causal attribute and yet not have a cause.

SECTION III

How to Determine the " Effective " Cause

We have seen that most of the doctors have agreed that
not all the attributes of the thing forbidden or recommended

1 Tawdih, p. 465; Kashf, p. 1014.